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Is South Vietnam Another U.S. Sellout? 


THE VIETNAM CRISIS 


“This is not only a strange sort of war, 
the most difficult and frustrating type 
to fight; it is also a war that the USS. is 
not yet winning and that could still be 
lost.” 

—U.S. News & World Report 9/39/63 


In this guerrilla war that has been see- 
sawing back and forth for years, American 
investment has been high. Some fifteen 
thousand men and many tons of material 
and equipment have been thrown into the 
fight. The “war” is costing us $1,500,000 a 
day. 


Obviously our purpose is to help South 
Vietnam win the fight against communism 
‘in as short a time as possible, and with least 
possible bloodshed. There has been a black- 
eut of real facts attending our mission there. 
This fact, coupled with the occasional situ- 
ations that have developed—culminating in 
the present crisis we now face, all add up 
to one word: a MESS. Since an undetermined 
number of American lives and amount of 
property is at stake, not to speak of the fate 
of all Southeast Asia, it is necessary to take 
a long hard look at our foreign policy, and 
our entire approach to the South Vietnam 
venture. Is it mere mismanagement, inex- 
cusable blundering, or planned systematic 
treason? 

No one denies President Ngo Dinh Diem 
is waging an aggressive fight against the 
‘communists. He is perhaps the only leader 
- in South Vietnam capable of so doing. On 
the spot reporters have come back con- 
vinced he has the people with him. 


“Foreign Policy is everybody’s business.” 
—Dean Rusk 


The Vietnam war is widely referred to as 
the war we are not winning. We believe 
‘Americans are entitled to the answers from 
Washington to the following questions, 
especially with respect to the present crisis. 


Why are not all the actions of the Diem 
government looked upon from the viewpoint 
of a country in total war against commu- 
nism, under which circumstances total war 
policy is followed? 

Why is the internal Buddhist-Diem con- 
flict being publicized as a religious war, in- 
stead of the internal conflict it is? 


“Foreign Policy is everybody’s business?” 
‘Maybe Mr. Rusk will explain the following: 
Thirty-two Christians appealed to the Am- 
erican Embassy in Moscow in January of this. 
year for refuge. After travelling 2,000 miles 
they sought religious liberty. They were re- 

fused! They were sent home! Need anyone 
guess as to what their fate is today? Eight 

-months later two Buddhist Monks applied. 
for refuge to the American Embassy in South 
Vietnam. They were granted asylum over 
the protest of the Vietnamese government! 
Evidently Washington didn’t want to offend — 


- Moscow. How about some sympathy for the 


_ thousands of Christians who are living and 
dying under communist tyranny 90 mils 
eco S.A.? 
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Ngo Dinh Diem, President of South 
Vietnam, has been fighting for Vietna- 
mese independence most of his adult life. 
—first against the French, then against 
the Japanese, finally against the Reds. 
At 58, he is a dynamic ruler, a faithful 
friend of the United States. 
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‘According to- Holmes Welch (Time, Aug. 
9, 1963) “Many Buddhists believe that Bud- 
dhists and communists have many points in 
common. They practice some things that the 
communists so far have merely talked about 
—no property, a communal life, and devoting 
oneself to the people and world peace. It 
may be true that Buddha differed from Marx, 
but such a difference can be rationalized.” 
THE NATIONAL OBSERVER, Sept. 2, 1963, 
notes that many South Vietnam Buddhist 
monks attended a communist congress in 
North Vietnam last year, and in nearby 
Thailand it was found necessary to lecture 
some 400 Buddhist abbots against commu- 
nist propaganda. The Burmese philosophy 
which is very influential in Southeast Asia 
is based on the synthesis of Buddhism and 
Marxism! 

If the spilling of Buddhist blood is so 
painful to the Administration, because it 
abhors “religious persecution,” why was not 


-the same concern shown for the plight of 


Christians, mainly Catholics in their flight 
from North Vietnam in 1954, thousands of 
whom were killed or drowned by commu- 
nists? 

Let the EVENING OUTLOOK of Santa 
Mona, Calif., tell the story if the kept- 
press won't: 

“Thousands upon. thousands put to sea in 
hold-sinking boats and fragile rafts, and 
were rescued outside the three mile limit 
by American and French warships. Some 


drowned, others were killed or kidnapped 


by the communists. Families were torn apart. 
This happened because the reds blocked the 


concern for the Bud- roads although they promised in the Geneva 





Is the Administration unaware that a 
person can become a Buddhist “monk” by. 
simply deciding to become one? 

Is the Administration aware that true 
Buddhist teachings bar violence? The Am- 
bassador to the U.S. from Thailand, himself 
a Buddhist, speaking before the Tenafly, 
N.J. High School Foreign Policy Club on 
Sept. 10, stated that the monks and nuns 
who burned themselves to death were not 
following Buddhist teaching. The Ambassa- 
dor said the Buddhist doctrine is against 
killing of any kind—“A Buddhist never re- 
sorts to violence.’ Does it not stand to 
reason there is a sinister purpose entirely 
separate from religion behind this self-burn- 
ing-of monks and nuns? 

Is it true the entire policy maneuvers of 
the U.S. in South Vietnam are being directed 
from the sixth floor of the State Department 
by the newly appointed Assistant Secretary. 
of State for Far Eastern Affairs, Roger 
Hilsman, Jr.? 


WHAT ABOUT MME. NHU? 
What is behind ‘the campaign of villifi- 
cation against Mme. Nhu in the American 


Press?“What has She done? Mme. Nhu is an 


„elected member of the Assembly. She is a 


courageous Christian who hates communism 
and is working for ultimate peace in her 
country. Mme. Nhu has a list of positive 
legislative accomplishments to her credit. 
‘Among other things she has helped pass 
bills making adultery a criminal offense, 
outlawing polygamy, banning prostitution 
and abortion. But she made.a recent state- 
ment that may be the “que” to the liberal 
cry that_she must be stopped. In a recent 
speech to her woman’s army she Called 
Buddhist agitation “an -ignoble form of 
treason which reduced Buddhism to the de- 
spicable rank. of Phariseeism!” (Time, Aug. 
9, 1963) Is this the answer? 


Aceording to “Trend,” a column in the 
N.Y. Journal American, Oct. 6, 1963, the 
chief Administration headache is: “Hew te 
cope with a Viet Cong 
expected momentarily, with Reds seeking 
‘deal’ like that accorded in neighboring Laos 
to communist Pathet Lao. 

“Pact in Laos, worked out by Undersec- 
retary of State Harriman, gave Reds huge 
chunk of territory on truce terms. Viet Cong 
figures similar deal could. be worked out 
for Vietnam, are willing to negotiate settle- 
ment .... . or keep on fighting.” 

Is this what we face in South Vietnam? 
We have Drew Pearson’s word for it: 

“Kennedy has adopted Morgenthau’s pro- 
posal of Better Understanding with the com- 
munist world, and. made it..the OFFICIAL 
POLICY OF THE U. S= (Newark Evening 


“News, Oct. 6, 1963). 


-We do know~-what has happened! We 
lost. at Teheran! We-lost at Yalta! We lost 


at Bretton Woods! We lost in China! State 


Department policy was to let China fall, but 
not let the American people know it was 


- falling. We know what happened in Korea. 


Lt. General George E. Stratemeyer summed 
it up in these words: 


‘peace offensive’ - 
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: “You get in war to win it. You ‘do ‘not 
T get in war to stand still ang lose it. And. we 
tol 





